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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 3, 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 

Chernock et al (US Patent no. 6,229,524 B1 ) in view of Blonstein et al. (US Patent No. 

5,955,988) and Ohyama et al. (US Patent NO. 5,751 ,373). 

As to claim 3, Chernock et al. teaches an OSD image display apparatus (See 

Fig. 2, item 1, Col. 1, Lines 4-10 and Col. 4, Lines 54-56), comprising: an OSD source 

remote controller for generating a cursor display command on a screen (See Fig. 3, 

items 1-12, tab, enter, options, Col. 5, Lines 54-67); an OSD source for initially 

transmitting OSD cursor display data (See Fig. 2, items Frame 1, 30,40,50,60, in 

description See Col. 5, Lines 43-54); a display apparatus for storing OSD cursor display 

data transmitted by the OSD source in the memory (See Col. 4, Lines 46-63), and 

displaying the cursor display data on the screen by reading the cursor display data 

stored in the memory in response to the cursor display location information (See Fig. 2, 

items Frame 1, 30,40,50,60, in description See Col. 5, Lines 43-54), a storage device 

for setting display information indicating that the OSD source is a product which can 

store OSD cursor display data provided from the display apparatus (See Fig. 2, item 

60, in description See Col. 5, Lines 54-67 and Col. 4, Lines 54-63). 
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Chernock et al. teaches to reposition the cursor from one hot spot to another 
using the tab key or arrow keys (See Fig. 2, items Frame 1 , 30,40,50,60, in description 
from See Col. 5, Lines 56 to Col. 6, Line 20). 

Chernock et al. does not show transmitting only cursor display location 
information. 

Blonstein et al. teaches transmitting only cursor display location information by 
moving the cursor on the TV screen in alignment with pointing device movement (See 
Fig. 7, in description See from Col. 9, Line 59 to Col. 10, Line 11). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the cursor movement transmitting only the cursor display 
information as shown by Blonstein et al. in Chernock et al. apparatus in order to allow 
the accuracy of defining location to be impoved (See Col. 2, Lines 55-57 in Blonstein et 
al. reference). 

Blonstein et al. and Chernock et al. do not teach a storage device is a register. 

Ohyama et al. teaches a storage device is a register (See Fig. 1 , items 11,16, 
Col. 8, Lines 57-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the storage device as a register as shown by Ohyama et al. in 
Blonstein et al. and Chernock et al. apparatus in order to select function of a television 
receiver simply and rapidly (See Col. 1 , Lines 60-65 in Ohyama et al. reference). 

As to claim 7, Chernock et al. teaches an MPEG source for supplying an 
MPEG transport stream to the display apparatus (See Fig. 1, items 100, 160,170, in 
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description See Col. 5, Lines 1 1-22); an OSD generator display data in digital format 
(See Col. 4, Lines 38-45); a controller for controlling the MPEG source and OSD 
generator (See from Col. 4, Line 64 to Col. 5, Line 10). 

Chernock et al. does not show an OSD generator for generating display data 
in bitmap format. Since advantages of using bitmap format were not shown, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement 
an OSD generator for generating display data in bitmap format in Chernock et al. 
apparatus in order to provide the user with a simple interface to navigate a cursor 
among current hot spots (See from Col. 2, Line67 to Col. 3, Linel in Chernock et al. 
reference). ^ 

As to claim 8, Chernock et al. teaches a command input part for receiving a 
command signal from the OSD source remote controller and providing the command 
signal to the controller (See from Col. 4, Line 64 to Col. 5, Line 10). 

As to claim 9, Chernock et al. teaches an Mpeg decoder for decoding an 
MPEG transport stream and outputting image data (See Fig. 1, items 100, 160,170, in 
description See Col. 5, Lines 1 1-22); a buffer for buffering OSD data (See Col. 4, Lines 
46-64); an overlapper for overlapping the image data and OSD data and providing 
overlapped data to the screen (See Col. 4, Lines 54-49); a controller for controlling the 
MPEG decoder, the buffer, the overlapper, the memory, and the screen (See Fig. 1, 
items 100, 160,170, in description See Col. 5, Lines 3-22). 

As to claim 10, Chernock et al. teaches a display apparatus remote controller 
(See from Col. 4, Line 64 to Col. 5, Lines 22). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Chernock et al. teaches a command input part for receiving a 
command signal from the display apparatus remote controller (as part of controller) and 
providing the command signal to the controller (See Col. 5, lines 4-22). 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chernock 
et al., Blonstein et al. and Ohyama et al. (US Patent NO. 5,751,373). as applied to claim 
3 above, and further in view of Inoue (US Patent No. 6, 496, 896). 

Chernock et al., Blonstein et al. and Ohyama et al. do not show the register as 
an output asynchronous plug register. 

Inoue teaches Count register with the plug structure of asynchronous 
communication (See Fig. 53, items Transmission and rReception Sides, Col. 58, Lines 
12-19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the storage device as an output asynchronous plug register as 
shown by Inoue in Chernock et al., Blonstein et al. and Ohyama et al. apparatus in 
order to comply to standard communication format (See Col. 1, Lines 13-15 in Inoue 
reference). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants arguments filed on 09.03.04 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive: 
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On page 2, last paragraph of Remarks Applicant's stated there is no 
motivation to combine Blonstein with the teachings of Chernock. In response to 
applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references . 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, motivation for combining 
Blonstein with the teachings of Chernock is that the implementation of cursor movement 
transmitting only the cursor display information to allow the accuracy of defining location 
to be improved (See Col. 2, Lines 55-57 in the Blonstein). 

On page 3, 3rd paragraph of Remarks Applicant's stated there is no 
motivation to combine Ohyama with those of Chernock and Blonstein. In response to 
applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, motivation for combining 
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Ohyama with the teachings of Chernock and Blonstein is that function of a television 
receiver can be selected simply and rapidly (See Col. 1, Lines 61-65 in the Ohyama). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid Shapiro whose telephone number is 703-305- 
5661 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached on 703-305-4938. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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